Abstract. Displaced uppermost Precambrian to Lower
The most abundant unit in the Stirling consists of white, gray, buff, and pink weathering, cliff-forming, vitreous quartzite and micaceous, feldspathic quartzite. Subordinate interbeds of pebbly quartzite and very thin mica schist are present throughout the unit. Quartzite beds are thinly bedded to very thickly bedded, and preserved bedding is variably massive, parallel laminated, or cross bedded. Cross bedding is tabular with angular and tangentially based foresets (Figures 3 and 4) . In addition, minor lenticular to continuous heterogeneous units of quartz-mica schist, calc-silicate schist, micaceous quartzite, and coarse-grained (dolomific?) marble are locally interlayered with the quartzites (Figure 4 Detailed results of our analyses will be presented elsewhere, but, briefly, the first two steps removed slightly more discordant and common Pb-rich zircon. The final two dissolution steps sampled less discordant, "cleaner" zircon. A summary of the combined results from the final two steps is presented in Table 1 (sample  SL- The very tight clustering of data precludes a conventional concordia interpretation. However, considering the slight discordance, at least some of which is probably due to Pb loss during emplacement and cooling of Cretaceous plutons, as opposed to more recent Pb loss associated with uplift, we believe that the 207Pb/Z06Pb ages of the two coarser fractions are very close to (but still slightly younger than) the crystallization age of the dike. Our best estimate of crystallization age of the Snow Lake dikes, accounting for uncertainties in the data, as well as interpretation, is 150 + 2-3 Ma, leaving absolutely no doubt that these dikes are coeval with the Independence dike swarm. A Late Jurassic age for the dikes is also supported by the fact that the dikes appear to be related to the Jurassic gabbroic complex (described below). Zircons from a less deformed part of the pluton are now being analyzed to obtain a more reliable age. Nonetheless, a 150-Ma age of crystallization for the granite of Bigelow Lake is supported by the new U/Pb zircon age on diorite from the comagrnatic gabbroic complex (described above, Table 1 Mountain is not present in Snow Lake pendant. This may be because the top of the section at Snow Lake has been cut out by the granodiorite of Lake Harriet (Figure 2) ; the preserved stratigraphic thickness at Snow Lake is only about 500 m, as compared to a structural thickness of 1,150 m at Black Mountain [Miller, 1981a, b] .
Gabbroic
Depositional environments of parts of the Fairview Valley Formation have been interpreted as either shallow marine or lacustrine in both the Mojave Desert and Snow Lake pendant [Miller, 1978 [Miller, , 1981a Lahren, 1989] . We infer that the upper part of the Fairview Valley Formation, which was interpreted to have been deposited in an alluvial fan environment [Miller, 1978] Significantly, the gabbroic complex along the southem edge of Snow Lake pendant (see above) (Figure 2) is petrographically similar to the gabbroic complexes in the western Mojave and contains dikes of muscovite-garnet granite. In addition, the granite of Bigelow Lake is similar to deformed granites associated with gabbroic complexes in the Mojave. blew geochronologic data, presented here, confirms that the Snow Lake gabbroic complex is the same age as the reported age of the gabbro at Goldstone. Additional geochemical studies are underway to test this correlation. Clearly, gabbroic rocks are not unique to either area, but the association of 148-Ma gabbroic complexes with many other distinctive features in both areas (discussed herein) probably argues for a unique match. 
Eugeoclinal Rocks and

MOJAVE-SNOW LAKE FAULT
The correlations discussed in this paper seemingly require that Snow Lake pendant and the Snow Lake block were translated northward from the western Mojave region. Presumably this translation occurred along a cryptic pre-batholithic or intrabatholithic strike-slip fault.
Lahren and Schweickert [1989] and Lahren [1989] referred to this proposed fault as the Mojave-Snow Lake fault.
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